The Sophist does not merely pick up where the Theaetetus leaves off, however. The two dialogues are more intimately connected. In what is perhaps the most famous example, the Sophist fills out the Theaetetus' discussion of false judgment. Rather than simply branching out in new directions, the Sophist, at least on occasion, is informed by, returns to, and supplements substantive discussions in the Theaetetus.
In what follows, I aim to highlight another such point of contact between the two dialogues. Specifically, I will present three comprehensively developed parallels between, on the one hand, the Theaetetus' discussion of the flux theorists and their 'secret doctrine' and, on the other hand, the Sophist's discussion of the giants in their fight against the 'friends of forms.' I will show that [1] both passages exhibit the same basic structure, in which two substantive positions are presented on behalf of two separate parties, related to one another by their comparative sophistication or refinement, and that 
